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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment and remarks filed August 31 , 2009, are noted with appreciation. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16-18, 20, and 21, remain pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. The objection to the title is withdrawn in view of the amendment. 

4. The objection to claims 8 and 16 is withdrawn in view of the amendment. 

5. The rejection of claims 11 and 19 is moot in view of the claims' having been 
canceled. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed August 31 , 2009, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

A. Rejection under 35 USC 103(a) 

i. Manning clearly teaches: Water-cooled stator bars for electrical 
generators are comprised of a plurality of small rectangular solid and 
hollow copper strands which are brazed to one another and brazed to an 
end fitting [1:15-18]. Manning additionally teaches: Recognizing that the 
only leakage paths are between the strands of the stator bar and between 
the fitting and the outermost strands of the stator bar at the brazing 
material, an epoxy material is provided. ..internally of the fitting to overlay 
the brazing material and all of the potential leak paths... [2:1-7]. Manning 
further teaches: Preferably, the epoxy may be applied. ..to the joint 
between the outermost strands and the internal wall defining the opening 
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through the fitting, as well as between the ends of the strands themselves 
overlying the brazing material. Consequently, the entirety of the joint 
surface overlying the brazing material is filled with epoxy material sealing 
the potential leakage paths.... [2:21-27]. Manning finally teaches: Thus, a 
leakage path may develop from within the strands of copper and extend 
well beyond the fitting manifesting itself along the external periphery of the 
stator bar. A leakage path may develop at the joint between the fitting and 
strands and manifest itself externally along a side of the joint opposite 
from the initiation or inlet portion of the leakage path [4:24-30]. 
ii. Manning teaches application of sealing material to the entirety of 
the brazing forming the strand-to-fitting joint. Since no application 
technique is perfectly precise enough to prevent even infinitesimally small 
amounts of epoxy from contacting surfaces adjacent the brazing, it is the 
Examiner's position that the combined method of Manning and Kulie 
necessarily results in the contact of at least one molecule of coating 
material on the surface of the fitting adjacent the brazed joint, thereby 
reading on the limitation with the coating extending beyond the strand-to- 
fitting joints to cover at least a portion of adjoining wall surfaces of the 
fitting. In the alternative, since Manning teaches that leakage paths may 
extend beyond the immediate vicinity of the joint, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to extend the coverage of the epoxy 
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beyond the immediate borders of the brazing, in order to better prevent 
leaks. 

B. Double-patenting Rejections 

i. US '091 teaches, as an expressly disclosed embodiment of 
application, forming a uniform barrier coating over the end of the stator 
bar, the braze joints and the interior of the clip, thereby to serve as a seal 
between the liquid coolant and the copper strands and brazing alloy 
applied to the strands, sealing potential leakage paths within the fitting 
[5:63-6:7]. 

ii. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the 
process claimed in US '091 so as to apply the coating according to the 
expressly disclosed embodiment, which includes the claimed strand-to- 
fitting joints and adjacent areas. See Fig. 2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 1-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16-18, 20, and 21, remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US 5,605,590 A (Manning et al.) in view of US 
3,410,250 A (Kulie et al.). 

A. These references are applied for the reasons set forth under this heading 
in the prior Office action. 
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B. With respect to the newly-added limitations, Manning clearly teaches: 
Water-cooled stator bars for electrical generators are comprised of a plurality of 
small rectangular solid and hollow copper strands which are brazed to one 
another and brazed to an end fitting [1:15-18]. Further, as noted above, Manning 
teaches application of sealing material to the entirety of the brazing forming the 
strand-to-fitting joint. Since no application technique is perfectly precise enough 
to prevent even infinitesimally small amounts of epoxy from contacting surfaces 
adjacent the brazing, it is the Examiner's position that the combined method of 
Manning and Kulie necessarily results in the contact of at least one molecule of 
coating material on the surface of the fitting adjacent the brazed joint, thereby 
reading on the limitation with the coating extending beyond the strand-to-fitting 
joints to cover at least a portion of adjoining wall surfaces of the fitting. In the 
alternative, since Manning teaches that leakage paths may extend beyond the 
immediate vicinity of the joint, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
to extend the coverage of the epoxy beyond the immediate borders of the 
brazing, in order to better prevent leaks. 
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Double Patenting 

9. Claims 1-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16-18, 20, and 21, remain rejected on the ground of 
nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 5-8 and 11-13 of U.S. Patent No. 7,150,091. 

A. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because the instant claims fully encompass the patented 
claims with the exception that the patented claims do not expressly recite that the 
spray nozzle is inserted into the cavity, or that the coating extends beyond the 
strand-to-fitting joints to cover at least a portion of adjoining wall surfaces of the 
fitting. 

B. As noted above, US '091 teaches, as an expressly disclosed embodiment 
of application, forming a uniform barrier coating over the end of the statorbar, the 
braze joints and the interior of the clip, thereby to serve as a seal between the 
liquid coolant and the copper strands and brazing alloy applied to the strands, 
sealing potential leakage paths within the fitting [5:63-6:7]. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the process claimed in US '091 so as to 
apply the coating according to the expressly disclosed embodiment, which 
includes the claimed strand-to-fitting joints and adjacent areas. See Fig. 2. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William P. Fletcher III whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1419. The examiner can normally be reached on Sunday, 5:00 AM - 12:00 PM and 
Monday through Friday, 5:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Timothy H. Meeks can be reached on (571) 272-1423. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William Phillip Fletcher III/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 

January 3, 2009 



